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I conducted research—mainly through collecting, reading materials—on policies
underlying American rule against double jeopardy and German rule against multiple punishment for the same
act. In addition — partially utilizing what | had learned through research mentioned above — I
published two articles concerning Japanese double jeopardy or ne bis in idem . One article focuses on
selective prosecution and conviction/acquittal thereof as first jeopardy to later prosecution of the part
of the same offense that was not selected included in the former prosecution. The other deals with the
argument of amending Article 340 of Japanese Code of Criminal Procedure in order to modify present
investigation, and to break away from inappropriately relying on use of documents in criminal procedure.
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